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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office action is responsive to amendment filed on 04/26/05. 

Claim Rejections - S5 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent xinless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for piuposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-13, 15-16, and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Dymetman et al. (Patent No. US 6,330,976). 

Regarding claims 1 and 15, referring to Figs. 1, 2, 6A, 8, and 9, Dymetman teaches an 
electronic reading device system, comprising: 

an electronic reading device (502) for use with a formatted surface (2) having an address 
pattern thereon, the electronic reading device (502) including a sensor (i.e., camera 802) (Fig. 8) 
for detecting portions of the address pattern; wherein positions of the electronic reading device 
(502) relative to the on a formatted surface (2) are determined based on the detected portions of 
the address pattern (col. 8, lines 41-67); and 

a separate electronic device (4) that includes a display screen for displaying feedback 
relating to the detected portions of address pattern, wherein at least a portion of the address 
pattern (2) identifies a specific application (col. 9, lines 1-5, col 23, line 52 to col. 24, line 12); 
and 
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wherein the separate electronic device (4) is adapted to request an application description 
corresponding to the specific application from an application server (digital page), and retrieve 
the application description corresponding to the specific application from the application server 
(col. 25, lines 22-36). 

Regarding claim 2, Dymetman further teaches the detected portions of the address pattern 
(2) correspond to information written using the electronic reading device (502) on the formatted 
surface, said feedback comprising a representation of the information written using the electronic 
reading device (502) (from col. 30, line 65 to col. 31, line 39). 

Regarding claims 3, 4, and 21, Dymetman further teaches the written information 
comprises handwritten text, said representation comprising text characters that correspond to the 
handwritten text (col. 24, lines 20-65). 

Regarding claims 5 and 19, Dymetman further teaches the formatted surface includes an 
area for requesting a display of feedback, said feedback displayed in response to a detection, by 
the electronic reading device (10), of a portion of the address pattern within said area (col. 29, 
line 1 to col. 30, line 7 and col. 35, lines 1-19). 

Regarding claims 6, 7, and 20, Dymetman also teaches that a communication link 
between the electronic reading device (502) and the separate electronic device (4) (col. 8, lines 
41-67). 

Regarding claims 8, 13 and 16, Dymetman further teaches the formatted surface 
comprises an application interface corresponding to a specific application, said feedback 
displayed on the display screen comprising information relating to the specific application (col. 
29, line 1 to col. 30, line 7 and col. 35, lines 1-19). 
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Regarding claims 9 and 10, Dymetman further teaches an appHcation server from which 
the information relating to the specific application is retrieved via an Internet connection (col. 29, 
line 1 to col. 30, line 7 and col. 35, lines 1-19). 

Regarding claim 1 1, Dymetman further teaches the information relating to the specific 
application comprises data previously stored by a user of the electronic reading device (col. 21, 
lines 28-58). 

Regarding claims 12 and 18, Dymetman further teaches the separate electronic device is a 
personal computer (col. 24, lines 20-41). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over by 
Dymetman et al. (Patent No. US 6,330,976). 

Regarding claims 14 and 17, Dymetman differs from claims 14 and 17 in that he does not 
specifically teach the feedback comprises help data for the specific application. Hov^ever, 
Dymetman teaches the feedback comprises many different information needs (i.e., French gloss, 
map, product catalogues) for the specific application (col. 23, lines 1-9 and col. 35, lines 1-19). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to obtain the feedback comprises help information in order 
to provide a friendly user interface for users. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicants' arguments filed 04/26/05, have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive because as follows: 

In response to Applicants' argument filed "there is no teaching or suggestion that the 
display 4 of Dymetman is adapted to request an application description corresponding to a 
specific application from an application server, and retrieve the application description 
corresponding to the specific application from the application server.", examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Dymetman teaches pointer (502) detects a region on the document (2) wherein each of 
the region identifies a specific application or request (col. 23, lines 53-55). The peripheral (4) is 
adapted to display feedback relate to the detected region of the document and establish a 
connection with the digital page (6) (i.e., web server or network) (col 9, lines 64-67, col. 25, 
lines 3-7). The digital page (6) executes an action upon information related to the specific 
appHcation and display output to the peripheral (4) (col. 25, lines 22-37). Therefore, it is believed 
that the ground of the rejection is maintained. 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event. 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jennifer T. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-7696. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 9:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick N. Edouard can be reached on 571-272-7603. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Jennifer Nguyen 
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